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DISASTER SUPPLEMENTAL-RESCISSIONS/DoD Plane Funds to Education

SUBJECT: Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Disaster Assistance and Rescissions Act . . . H.R. 1158. Hatfield
motion to table the Boxer amendment No. 436 to the Hatfield substitute amendment No. 420.

ACTION: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO, 48-46

SYNOPSIS: As introduced, H.R. 1158, the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Disaster Assistance and Resciss
Act, will provide $5.360 billion in emergency appropriations for disaster assistance, and will rescind $17.1¢
billion for various Departments and agencies.

The Hatfield substitute amendment would strike the provisions of H.R. 1158 and insert in lieu thereof the text of S. 617
reported, which would provide $6.700 billion in disaster assistance (the amount requested by the President), would 8&ind $1
billion for various Departments and agencies, and would provide for expedited salvage timber sales on Federal langiedos fiscal
1995 and 1996.

The Boxer amendmentwould strike the $5 million rescission for the Education Technology Program and the $5 millior
rescission for the Star Schools Program, and would offset the cost by rescinding $11 million in funding for two Departmen
Defense (DoD) executive aircraft.

Debate was limited by unanimous consent. Following debate, Senator Hatfield moved to table the Boxer amendment. Gene
those favoring the motion to table opposed the amendment; those opposing the motion to table favored the amendment.

Those favoringthe motion to table contended:

The merits of the education programs and the Department of Defense (DoD) planes covered by this amendment are irrel
to this debate. Senators should only be concerned that the Boxer amendment would flatly contradict the Senate's pegiimethat D
funds should be strictly segregated from domestic discretionary and foreign policy funds. The Senate is firmly adhepnotictp that
in the on-going conference negotiations with the House on the Defense Supplemental bill. Many House Members wish to pe
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a large portion of that supplemental by making non-defense budget cuts. Passing this amendment, which would transfer funds from
the Defense Department to education programs, would undermine the Senate's position in conference. That position is already
difficult enough, because House Members have a very strong argument--many of the "defense" items funded by the supplemental,
such as peacekeeping and humanitarian relief, are really more foreign policy items than they are defense items. Thagd items sho
not be paid for out of the defense budget. However, under our current budget rules, they are classified as defense expénditures
until such time as we change their classification we should insist that they be paid for by cutting equal amounts ofeteliegse sp

If we allow the Boxer amendment to pass, thereby transferring funds from defense to education, it will be hard to prevail in ou
negotiations with the House on the Defense Supplemental bill. Therefore, we must urge the defeat of the Boxer amendment.

Those opposinghe motion to table contended:

The Department of Defense does not need two more executive aircraft to squire about its top brass. It did not request and does
not want two more such aircraft, but Congress appropriated $11 million to buy them just the same. Senators Warner and McCain
both have decried this appropriation as being wasteful. This $11 million should be rescinded. This bill before us willthi make
needed rescission, but it will cut $5 million each from two very worthwhile programs, the Star Schools Program and the Educatio
Technology Program. The Star Schools program promotes distance learning. Since it began in 1988, more than 200,000 students
and 30,000 teachers have participated in its projects. The Education Technology Program pays for school computers. The Boxer
amendment would eliminate these education rescissions, and would pay for this elimination by rescinding the $11 million
appropriation for the DoD executive aircraft. It is a reasonable amendment that merits our support.



